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ILPA' S RESPONSE

ILPA broadl-y welcomes the ACLEC report. and finds itself
in agreement with much of the comment made. It is afso
the case t.hat TLPA is sympatheLic to many of the views
expressed by the Committee (Chapt.er 7 ',The Way Forwaïd', )but it is not the case Lhat ILPA endorses these

ILPA recognises that the report is a wide ranging report
necessarily so because immigration 1aw and practice is
an area combíning a wide range of providers of advice,
which has been tradiLional-1y poorly served by main
stream providers of legal education and trainíng, which
concerns a clientele suffering from many handícaps
including poverty and language difficultíes, and which,
the evidence suggests, has suffered an unusually high
degree of unscrupulous or fraudufenL. advisors.

In its commentary (1.4) on "lmmigration and Asylum Law
and Practice' the Committee commenLs t,hat particular
problems arise from the fack of availabilily for lega1
aid for representation before Che Immigration AppellaLe
Authority. .f lÞa . tlás . consisf6;a¡1y ..:mäincäi.neä : Èhat lhe
þrovisÍon of legal aid for:immigiãtión apÞea]ç ie a ke'y
eré'né¡È' in , the ' provÍs.ion - "r 

' råËq"ãc. ;legai::: : : .tt.:t: tt I ,rgpresentÊ t ian.. ILPA bqlieves ihàt Èhèfe is:a spççiaÌ
câsó,for .Lhi;'þ;ovi;lon in immigrg ion cases. Ëiiicfv
Éhèiè'iË"Ëhé fãët that inadàquáre' repieseneátiòn at rhié
sLage can destroy peoples lives - self evident.Ìy ín
asylum appeals. Secondly as the committee it.self not.es,
the l-ack of availabiliLy of funding at this st.age cãn
lead to a break in the chain of representaLíon. This
not only leads to wasted costs because there is
duplicaled work but may also lead to error.s by even the
most wefl intent.ioned representat.ives.
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Role of advice in immígratj-on decísion making4. ILPA v/ouf d wish to point out first. that they note the
Committee shares ILPA,s long sLanding concern oveï theactivities of unscrupulous and óften incompetent
ímmigraLion advisors. The Committ.ee state that. thãy arein no better position than others to quantify Êhis.
However they go on fater to state that they believe thatthe majority of advisors are seeking to assist their
cl içnts properly to present their cases . ll-ea;; f.eele
q,!::ongI.y Ç:haE:.::theré-,ís'no..rêaçor¡,wh*.fhose,.,.e,ondetneA,,:in
:F. hi A :.árdê:..:qhöul.d,:cé..ntinr-ie,::Ed':{¡iatjk,,i¡,.,the,,.:dájÏx':a¡ouù,,,:Ë;trä
þ.Íé-vA:]e¡iCe .rþ.f ',..ëó-itupq io.n..,ör-,,,.r.he,. pré.üå,ie¡¡.c.e:-öt,:;,:in¿Ae¿j¿ate
edvr.qe,.::.::l l'.:l{è s-e.aïÕh ! slioú Id , 'bê:..:coi.idúCt.éd' :::l:n.;::i.C,h,tg,i,.äreå:,:r,,äô

thãr':;berrrtr' :aÈ5ê-äs-melLg: ;,ç;ti,:bê,:,mãaó,,,,or:,che,,þro'$iem,,;,ang
more a{äqüa,ue., ie ç'olut ions : euEg"itã.ä:. ,. rs common groLrnd
thac iherè is a "signif ícant i' (pàt:a 7.2) problãm andthat this is an area which attracts amongst óthers "theworst and least scrupulous, advisors and fawyers¡,(ibid) . ILPA would comment in passing Lhat Whil¡L iLís import.ant to distinguish between thè unscrupulous andthe simply incompetent from â number of poin€s of view(possible criminal liabj-lit.y, effeãtiveness ofpartícular resofutions of these problems) , the conceptsare noL muLually exclusive, nor always helpful . ILPA
members have come across ÌegaI practiLioners routinely
conducting large numbers of immigration cases on a legaiaid basis who are providing nothing other than the shãlIof a 1egal service. For example deadlines may be met

. and interviews with t.he Immigration Service attended,' but the cfient's instructions are not Laken in anvdet.ail and represent.at ions are not made on the client,å
behalf. Whifst such firms may be abfe to avoid
allegations of frauduÌent behaviour, ILpA regards such
performance as exploiLative and corrupt ín it.s fuffer

5 . lhe. ;' Comrni:tt-ee : suggesEs : ...'EhaU : : iherd .r. .: Shóu.l d':.: ::be
cläriftcát,ion:cifr çhë role thãË advisöis öan ies,irlmåtefV
p]àir...dtrilng;;.;.ímm:igraÈi;onl:i.ñte¡,yie'r¡e'.:and.tl-je;...sü.bä.eqüe¡t
dqcision inäking.:,prQcçss':,:' :f LÞA:' .ágieês.:wic.h..:rfrìs,.,,,.vje-*,,:of
:t hê.:,:.Cómmí t:C,e,ç¡,;;a.nd wöu 1. d :wibË ':¿o:,,havê:,.acknowlêdq.ädi'iËhe
v¿lüãbiê rol:6 :iþþj.çh ¡çpresénÈat:i:o-n öan: þlai, :nór:, <fi1y: ¡6;the cf Í.ent.'.ljüt';::al,.e o för the. Cmã1i:t,y.,,é-f ,ifre;:-tfonie,.0f f läe1:e
decisÌóns. " Tn' praðÈiCê''äoïisors "liith s"ifiäié;t
sËânäinE'and experience are abfe to perform effectively
at most sLages of the imrnigration process but t.he lack
for example of any clear entít.fement of a cfient to have
an immigration advisor in interview has led.tct. difficult
situations which have prejudiced cfÍents. r



6. ILPA ä1só agreçç w!¡h.thåÈ governmerif has. ã,,cons.idefab1era{ç t9 plat in lhe conLèxc of funding. The Hòmé offi¿;and tne Legal Ard Board fund ã significant proportion ofimmigration cases whether via gi"nt" to Éhe 
-Rl,C, 

IAS,Law Centres and other voluntary agencies, Õr via theLegal Aid Scheme Thg . government. .qhd the- Boa.ï:d.rrä:re ,:. ína péeiuion rö; írirpoçq atia rüàlr ;,ht;ã;rã;.::¿J;ä;ãt:,,år
:.as?vrpli5.::....Fuï.thernot:e.if,pÁ.bieJ-iÇvsg,!.it wöì:ld,¡e.,iridfrfv(l.éFrrablê f õlr,;s'uöh .:s:cánda:r.dq' ,. t ci':..þ6.,r,'.,r tri ¡o.f¡n.f i¿ ¡,,.ãþþl ï:e.d-,rlpa is nòt åware or Èléps êo få¡';;üi;s Ëeeii''räÈe¡ inLhis regard.

ILPA also shares the Commit_t.ee's concerns about theeffect that. reforming the civil advice and assistance
scheme may have on the provision of immigration legaÌservices . Indeed ILPA notes that the l_.,oid Chancel Íorhas stated that he has noted these concerns (fetteï tot.he Legal Aid Board of 13 October 199g). The LordChancelLor comments that. he attaches great importance t.othe availabiliLy of competent advice in t.he immigration
area and recognises that poor quality advice .u.., "bu ,urydamaging. ILpA is acutel_y Conscious of the tensioå
betvùeen funding cuts or direction of funding and otherconcerns of the ACLEC report such as standards ofcasework and accreditat.ion of repre sent. at ives on the onehand, and avaifability of immigration advice on theother. However ILpA would like to make clear at. thisstage that it has always been ILPA, s consídered viewthat t.here should never be a t.rade off betweenimmigration advice /representat ion of the necessaryquality and other considerations.

Again in t.his context ILPA noLes the Commit.tee,s concern
!hat seeking to regufate ímmigration advisors might.Iimit access flto competent initia] diagnostic advíceprovídçd by cornmunity and advice cent.resì'. ILÞÃ.,,äqrÊes
r^¡+,!h 

.C te Commit Cae È hqL al l,i súch, orgaiii saf ioni ; :êhûüi'd' iË-¿otle:red ..every: ,çncourqgéménE ,Co obta.in f uiihe¡:, t,ra:-Oinqand possiblé .áCc{edj-tärlon .Èiut would agail ässerr ihái
there. Fhóuld .be no diiuciçn of sCándards.

The CömmiEçge; has, nor. ye.q .:te,ache.d .¿..,.vÍew,.on:;an :externâ,L
gtAEutorl :si C.herne. çf :regülttsj.çri. ..brìi ,.,tákês':.,.t.hä'.:: ,iiié.uir.!:i'Ëá'1:
qË andäids :,cou!¡d : ;be ; iniprövé4,, s i gni,f ldå¡t i ç,;,t trr.ÐuEh :törhä¡
m¿ans ,,,suóh',,,jó, sþe¡iric,,, p,ióïêsäio*ãr. . iê¿'üi'ãt,r,¡ri;i,,ia;äí- "d.;::f.ra¡C. iË,i,nE;::.::3nd,:.,:;,eönÈ:räC"t:i¡S';':,,:,,.äiidl!:,by,,ri.,é,endn.L:IónË
EçFec:fleo:..:::[O-;:.i:914.4!rÇr:,:,,:.r..:nÞPA'::':çhAfe.á::.::;d:his::.Vie{¡r..,:i::ähd'',:':ã:ISd
b.çl":iêVe.F..;t:hâ.r,:::,i:hese.i..ftiechänlÈ.ms, ,cal,i:'b.e,.ñ;i:dê::;:::iÊit .,'öber;Ëå
rhuch ¡möïg ¡cIöséIy::ih:::t,he áre.â o.f ,;;eanaaiäs ,ö-C ,,Caeå*orX;,



ft is notable Lhat the experience of the operation oflegal aid franchises has been of improvem'ent i" 
-tf.å

quality of file/case management as opposed to thequality of work or even õutcome. rtrls has been aparticular concern for the legal aid member l"ry.r.- oiILPA.

Standards of conducb of immigration ad.visors
10. The Committee comments on conduct by caseworkers withinthe not-for-profit sector, the Law Society an¿ tne earCouncif. ILPA is grateful for the acknowfedgemerrt - ãiíts .conducL guidelines. fLpA notes t.he Coñmj-ttee,;

!p-Çc.i f i.c sug-.gest.ions ILÞA:.be:l"ie-VêË..:;that. ,ä ¡e,,a..:eterirèrii
IX .-lne..Þ,¡omob:ion .o-l .6tândafdË. .'dfit.:Cor¡duir:.hii.:;immigräli:on
ê9v1s.Ðrç,:., ¡q: i:F.hq promo.tiôn. : and : .:bólr!,inr,li¡g ,.nËviet^r ::öf
Yl+,I9{$,,,s,ca4d,gfdÊ I ILPA would a}sô cömìrieñL rhäË' írregards one éfëniejiìt in those standards of particufarimportance namely the taking of a fuff statement iroÃt.he client, in particular asylum appl_icants if,pementions this point. of detaif because ILPA has becomeconvinced on the basis of cases of ínadequafÀrepresentation known to it that the taking of a fullst.atement. by Lhe representative (as tpposed torequesLing clients to provide st.atementã) is offundamentaf importance.

11. scco.-ld.Ly,:,, ;r,.I,LPe.- . réga¡ds, ,.¡. :.:.tire,., ....,..¡;-rth:ot.iÐn;:.;,:::ri..,:ö,f.
coapr q:r:n:t.Ë Ldr:F'c j,pl rngry: 'Fyqf eûrs E.o; bèj :q:f .,. the.: .gr,e.á.bêäÈ' :+mpe.rtsândê:;: ïLpA befìêves chät éüen whëiê disöiþTinärysystems exrst, they are complex, unclear, anãuncommunicated to cfient.s. eriefly, so far assoÌicit.ors are concerned both the Ottice for th;Supervision of Soficitors and the Law Societ.y havesupervisory roles. Addit.ionalfy franchisea,/¡focfcontracted firms are required to have internafcomplaints procedures. This disciplinary backgrounC(partì"cularly the external procedure-s) is rarely-knownEo clients. ILPA understands that there is a low.instance of negligence claims in the fieÌd "iimmigration law. This is not because representaLives
3re noL neglig-ent, they frequentfy are, but part.ly
because the fiefd is extremely corpi"* and in no'smalipart. bgcause of t.he circumstances of t.he clientele.
I{1ea^ þe,I i eveê : t hâ:r qhq e4 i:s c,ing a,i sc iþi inãry. ¡rÃãeã¡;¿¡
P+Ag¡dr. þ-9 , ref orméd , .'¡'¡ïl,PA- ,be l i.ê,üeS: .i¡.þ¿:¡. . !:þs¡ê..::sfroU|t.,,,b'å
t r,êr goB,j:þgl.r,ré_è-n;ithqqe ..;bod'les. tha.vlng CénCefn6: ,ãböüt;,i,Þbor
9n co!çììprÈ :ltmniigrqçion ,rêþrèsencation Ëücn aS jËhé"öf f iöätor the SupèfVision of Sóliëirörs and rhe LegaI Aid



Board. There might also be Iiaison between thoseorganisations and ILPA. Many practitioners ur. -rrr.-ãicorrupt practices in the immigrat.ion field and arefrustrated by the fact that somè solicitors firm= anàother organisations are able to continue co practiããeither poorly or corruptly so that immigratì-on'.li;;a;are damaged. Disciplinary procedures mùst, of course.be fair to those accused, buL the profesional bodieåneed to pursue their investigatioñs wíth the 
""^lappropriat.e to alleged malpractice that can have suchdevastating effect on peoplè,s fives.

12. ILPA members have been told ínformally, on separateoccasj_ons by the Office for the Supervisiån ofSoficít.ors and a member of ACLEC that ít mãy ,rot ¡e thãcase that failing to take a statemenL froh an asylumcLaimant cfient, would be recognised. as a breach of goodconduct of an immigration case. ILPA can only comñentthat until t.his most rudiment.ary of stanàards isrecognised as an immutabfe standard t.here is lit.tt;prospect of securing the fundamental change ínimmigratíon practice that. is necessaïy.

13. Finally in this section ILPA would l-ike to make onefurther observat.ion. Whilst it has not. been the focusof the ACLEC report,:t,,ÞA:,WöuLd.i::Urg:e....,:ärl,.i:.:incféäsed
dryarehes s'w i r, hi n : ímmt g r-t i.rr, uÞp"äi'¡ äirËhêi¿.o"&ü;#;ã''-
9{ Fp.S.f .re-pleççnLa t ion'. Wheie ièlévant ILPA 'rhèmbeis

.. find themselveê" þiólídìng evídence of previous pooi'' ]egal represenLation in cl-ients cases. It has somet'imesproved difficulr to persuade Adjudicators of theimportance of such poor represenLaLion. ror e*ampiecfients have been tofd to remaín consíst.ent with 'the
first statemenEs they gave to the Immigration Service
when such statements may have been false eg throughfears that asyÌum seekers had of immediately fãlng seãfback tô the c_ount.ry of origin. Seli eviãentlyAdjudicators and the Tribunaf ãre uniquely placed tåensure justice for appellants. rhey are ålso weflplaced Lo coLlat.e informat.ion aboui j-nadequate orcorrupt representat.ion and present Lhis to theappropriate dísciplinary body .

Standards of competence of immigration ad.visors

L4. ACLEC refers to Lhe wide variety of approaches beingpursued in an attempt to set and improve st.andards ofcompetence boLh for immigrat.ion ,adüice and
repre sentat. ion . This in turn reflects the numerous
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different providers of immigration representation. :I.i,ÞA
agrëeb. wi.!h.lthé; cprnmi I lee.::,.tha t.: Èhij. :..,.Lèúr::;;:sös.isgv.;,..:,;;g!¡
courìcí...1 and..tristlhure.of ::l;egä}'Ex.e¿utivè¡ stróutA,:Éê'¿t:..to
inqrodu'cé : 

gu idançç bn t.he .,.ar:ea s :.. bf ,..:knowl edqe . 
: ánd, ; s¡cir l,

ieguiredi:.: ó.f :::.,,d-1 1:. , theii i:,memLreiçr ..ãéridubt ino ::lmmiliatio"
work;, ILÞ-À' .è.ndörses: ihe cqÍimirreét s .vi.e!vs-.írt .rèå;i.d' tt,.t.he 4ot;.f oi::prgf ii bodies.: ... I.lÞa would rêþeaÈ '.:U.här::,s;tar .aç:.s!:andáidg. gf c.ásévorlc. a¡e:.,Concérned.:,.:ttiey,..Ìiei,ieve
that.', tJìe: I sLäird.aids :; ê;ho¡rld;., .,,ba. ,.öommón...,:,tö.,...,:â-f }:r,.,:,,U.Uose
aaüiso:rs,

The Committee goes on to suggest that the object ofsett.ing standards ,'at varíous fevels is parti-cularly
weII suiLed to immigration and asylum work.l' ILpA doeÅnot folfow the Committee, s reasoning in this regard nor
accept. that the field of immigratÍon law and praãtice isparticufarfy susceptible to the scheme which theCommíttee go on t.o suggest namely one of identifying
" t.hree broad levels of advice and .or.".porräir.,!
compeLence: the generafíst, the specialist an¿ Lhðappeffant. " Without further anãlysis Lhan that.contaíned ín the Comm.ittee report ILpÀ do not befievethaL immigration represent.atioì can be divided in this
manner beneficially for immigration cIienLs. ILPA,sresponse therefore to the first question upon which Che
Comm.ittee has ínvited views (pira l.ZA : (i)) is asfof lows :

*llË¡"f,åi,.*''åî;,i:';,t,åt:i3ï;¿tFi.1i"fr å¡;¡¡;,,,,:t'Hå8*tiå:l
äå;Iil.r:ËË 

-1î1",¡#tË' ti;r*t*i.* - 
* - "Ë* 

i : :.Þ€
requrre, more. þÞeclaIÍsC ,.,Feiv.fees '-tr hpüsh,::di.f f erilno
:lèvéIs o{; ski}L máy be usefuj:Iy ,empfotä'A:'*irh,ä:.,:fírñ
o.r .organr..Odlt..i,on ¿nd. Chere.,may,,b.ql¡ ecopd,.;.f cir. , j,,,,,11'¿,i.ered I
f)/9,ÇÇ,ttl,:;aI; ,,Prov+dq:rs;:,:(.séè...;þaräs. 19.,,;;e4d;.,;zfl,.¡¡b-é,l,o,i;j¿.,¡¡,.,.,.

ILPA appl-auds any at.tempt t,o improve the overalfavaifabilit.y and quaÌit.y of immigration
representaLion. ILpA has worked hard to achiÀve the
ends t.hat the Committee addresses. Unfortunatelv thereality is that whilst certain facets of cases cån bedealt. with by fess skifted or even (from an
immigration law poinL of view) unskill-ed caseworkers
it is not in tLpA,s view reafistic to drawdistinctions between cases. For exampÌe a visitor
seeking to remain furt.her to l-ook after a sick mother
might require reference to the Home Of f ice';êoncession
for carers. A student wishing to remaìn 'in ord.er to

16 _



work would not norma]Iy have a case for app_Lying forpermíssion to work wúilst in th; u"-ituo Kingdom.HÕwever such an individual *ighf te-å- CommonweaÌLhcitizen wit.h a Unit.ed xingaom-;år.r- giarraparunt andhave a claim ro be able r. ,;rk ;;; "íã! "t Lhe workpermit scheme. Of. couïse g.""r"1-i=t caseworkerswoutd by definition be ä¡f" -lã deal wirhuncomplicated cases. The problem in immigrati"" ;;;;is that because of the higñfy .""tràrË'i"ia1 narure ofímmiqraLion f reorrenL.ly ä - ptiit'i"älrv driveninflexibitiry of Ëhe _i,,i*tgÃtio;-;"1"J nor onty isthere a cgmplex overlay õt .""u -fã, ¡"t there iswidespread adminisErative pract i c. -rl-ti.¡, amefioratethe strict legal positJ-on.

Similarly fLpA notes the CommiLtee,s view that asylum
13T..:1""t9 be an area normatly requiri-ng specialisrdLrv_Lce ano asststance. Ironicaf lw- ¡qr¡-ì ,,mapplicaLions for cerLain nationaf-i-tili 

";;r-;ärelaLively st.raight f orward. for-'-eãmpf e aL thepresent time Afghanis__and Iraqis will generally begranted protection. Hovrever irri, i" nõt routiireiyt.he case and furthermore 
"""fl 

- 
"_=ã.' may requirefurther work in that_ many Afghanis anà Iraqis shouldbe recogn.ised as refug""" ,åru. 1rrå" u.i"g g;;;;;ãthe Home Office preferied option "f ã"å"pti"naf Leaveto remain.

ffiffiffiffi
many legal aid practices use ouLäoor àìerts ;rã;Iifor ex_ample for stat.ement taking, or comments onrefusaf letrers, to check aisiTepåncies b.l;u;;documentation and Lo att.end Home Ofiice int.erviews.ILPA would sLress rhar ir. believes thai less 

"kiii;åor if the Committee likes generafist advisor. .år,stifl provide a valuabl-e role i; proviaing -á;
i.nterface between cfients ánA- tãe eventual_caseworker. For example lLpA sees no reason why with
l:":.i:í"g technology- instrucriòn. *1gif""c be raken
-Lrr a rurat area or aL another point where there is nosignificant immigrant tar,.l expurli"". -- f-l-r" c materialmight then be rãadily transmitt¿ã- to irre eventuafcaseworker in the nearby city or indeed 

""y*f.r"iÀ 
-ii

the Unit.ed Kingdom.



20. The similar ffow of expertise but on another model- isthaL where a less skifled caseworker handfes animmigration case throughout but has adequate
invofvement of and qualíty control by a skitledcaseworker. Such a sit.uation might be a fairlvtraditional model in a solicitors office. It may båt.hat with appropriat.e controls ít couLd ope?ate- betvJeen an evolved second tier service and front l_ineadvisors such as thal envisaged in the Legal Aíd
Board report on exclusj-ve contracting (Octobei 1998) .That report consíders the possìbiIit.y of second tierservices "providing direct support Lo front lineadvisors in refation to specific cases, either bytelephone, in writing or by personaf contact,'. Thi;does, however, need t.hought. and care. Because
communícat.ion ís oft.en more difficult, this is anarea of Ìaw particularly prone to misunderstandings.
The scope for these is enhanced. the further É.headvlser is removed from the client.

Training for ímmigration advisors

2I . Generally lLpA agrees with the thrust of the
Committee, s concfusions. ILPA have been extremelv
act.ive ín the provision of immigration law training
and recognise very clearfy t.he need for a continuinõprovision of such training. t,f:,.pj\ :::bdl i.évO.s..i:,;;thaË.
,iWisräÈio4 .t::Iå{,,¡ : sho-uld , ¡e,, m:ó'¡:e , w,iaeiy,,¡:¡ro*otËã,,,;ãü:,iã
ç:Ornpôr-re+:t;,:+:n.::..:1.áw,:: Cgr.rf,qe,si: rLpÀ bêIíéves thãC Ëhe' lncreasr-ng recourse to imirigrat.ion Law for example
the prominence of immigration faw cases in judicial
review reflect a number of fact.ors which indiãate theÌíkelihoôd of immigrat.ion law and pracLíce becoming
of increasing significance. Those factors include añincreasing migrant population, the growth ofinternational travel and mobilit.y of populãtions andthe increasing importance of thé movèmãnt of people
wit.hin the European Union or under ¡uropãan
Associat.ion Agreemenrs. .f.lÞe ,: theiéf.oie,: .conèur ¿¡

who]êheartëdly ;wirh the ,commi:cteel:s .view :ihär :trrå
ãäst of tiá,j,;in:s 9hoútd :be rlaliå": in:r;, :;c;;;;L :ï:
funding consideràËions, i:üÞÀ,,::,::i;i:.¡üé¡[CôlnêS:,ì :,Ì,,,,,UÎìi;
propoe¡i;Iioni l.. haL !-ráÌnîñS arra êduca¡ion , bp:.::.mãdê,,:,a
cÞmÐü:IèóiV.::i:i:requÍr'êment:.;:,::::f.oi. ;;,;1:,$xä¡np.Ie,.,.,::,,.by,,..,,..wafi .:..,:;:'O.tI r;aii,a"rU si, u or. .A"tà r.:; rü¡ai rg,,J " -'''o

Special-isation and accreditation

22. ILPA recognises t.he very real difficulties mentioned



23.

10.11.98

by the CommiLtee insofar as there might be a tensionbeLween accredítation and the provision of
immigration advíce. However ILpA woufd refer back t.othe fundamental princíple it mentioned earl-ier namelythat 1-he provision of immigratìon advice should neveibe compromised on the basis of an acceptance of
wça.ker pçrhaps flawed position of J.egal advice.
Fi.r:sç,l.y , ILÞA Woul-d sf ate .t ha;c ;iq:;weléomesl subj.ect, Lo
!ã+i¡19, f,ulqher déCâits : ¡¡6 g6v;6rnmánÈts prðþoÄálË
totî.:.1:: regu.!:aÇ+.ng . . nori:.IêEaÌ.1"y. j,. jqUâÌifridd',:: .,.å.dvis.otþ t

TFi? 
1l I.r.tlå b r o a d! ¡1 wq l,c omç 9,,t hä, :,r,á': : $ö c;i:eÈt:: Þc,hêmþ: r-LLPA recognases t.hat aL Lhib morire-riË iri tiine it wöütd

be dífficuft Lo secure that such a scheme should beobligatory but ILPA befieves that the fact ofaccreditation should carry wit.h it a recognition that
certain standards have been obtained and schemes such
as Lhj-s would develop benchmarks of good pract.ice
which would assist. in seLt.ing appropriate sLandards
for both the accrediLed and the unaccredit.ed.

I,LP.A, nöt,êb CËê::Comml.Ctèe;.1rH:: C.oänierrt:H:S.::I^ií.bli::Ï.eiöäi:d;,.tö.:.ä¿
ãccrediLati'o-n':: 'd:ché'dé',-::,,fo-r.,:.:.:,riö,n-'Iâiþúär::1i..':iñidi¿,r,a¿t""
ádv,is.ore,,,,,ahd :. ¿ónf:i.lms:t;,,,t.Uat. ,,.1 c..,.,,.wo.úIdr,:.,:*äIeöinä,,'.,,,.,8hei
C!anëe,,'c;o....be.. consultêd...on,,the,,,pr,inc iþ.[és.,,,,ánd, ; ae,Cä.Í,i S
oÏ..:.Êu'qn a.iÉcheme;. However, ILPA is not. ablé tö täke
on any commitmeñt for administering such a scheme.
It does not have the resources to perform lhis
funct ion .
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